unanimous decisions. It helps those who are not anxious to
achieve unanimous and, consequently, authoritative decisions.
The Procedure Committee made a crude error in pronounc-
ing in favour of the proposal that the Conference should
adopt a recommendation even by a majority of one vote.
Such recommendations cannot have any authority and can
only muddle the entire work of the Conference. If the Con-
ference approves this erroneous proposal of the Procedure
Committee it will undermine the authority of the recommen-
dations it adopts. Those who value the authority of the Con-
ference and its recommendations cannot vote for this pro-
posal of the Procedure Committee.
Why did the Procedure Committee make this error?
How was it that such an obviously erroneous proposal was
adopted by the Procedure Committee, in spite of all the
warnings of a number of delegations-?
The responsibility for this situation rests with the Brit-
ish delegation, which moved this proposal, and with the
American delegation, which so actively supported this de-
cision in the Procedure Committee. The British and American
delegation's united to get this decision carried through in the
Procedure Committee. They evidently hoped to ensure that
the Conference would adopt the recommendations they de-
sired, but they permitted themselves to be carried too far by
such considerations. They even ignored the fact that in the
Council of Foreign Ministers they had given their consent to
the adoption of recommendations by a two-thirds majority,
They refer to all sorts of reservations they had made when
this decision was adopted by the Council of Foreign Ministers.
But what 'significance can any reservations have, when the
voting procedure submitted to the Conference was agreed
to by the four Foreign Ministers? Reservations could refer
only to those questions which had not been -agreed or had
not been discussed in the Council of the four Ministers. Othef-
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